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Reqoitsideration of the present applic^^^ as amended, is respect&lly requested. 

A. Status of the Claims 

As a result of the present amiendment, claiins 1-15 are presented for fiirthei- prosecution. 

B. The Invention 

The present invention, as defined by the amended claims, includes a mattress in which 
the support of a user's body can be adjusted in a manual or automatic manner. In one of the 
novel aspects of the invention, pressure sensors measure the pressure in one or more air 
chambers which are not connected to the air inlets. The claimed invention advantageously 
allows for a better control of the pressure in tiie mattress, because the pressure in the air 
ch^beirs comieeted to the inlets may differ ifrom the pressure in other air chambers of the same 
group not conneGted to the air inlets. 

C. Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C§ 112 and Claim Amendments 
The Exiaminer rejected claims 1-13 as indefinite. 

With regards to claim 1, the Examiner stated that it is unclear how pressure in air 
bhambers of one group can be measured differently fi:om air chambers of the same group. 

Applicant has amended claim 1 to clarify that the pressure is measured in chambers of a 
group that different than chemibers of liie same group which are connected to air inlets. This 
aspect of the invention is described j for example, in the paragraph begmning on line 13 of page 2 
of the application. In this paragraph, it is explained that various air chambers (the head zone A, 
the Imnbar zone B, the sacra! zone C, and the leg zone D) can be composed of 16 rows by 40 
columns of individual air chambers. Amended claim 1 specifies that, for example, the pressure 
sensor measures the pressure in one or more of the many air chambers of group A, wherein such 
chamber is not connected to an air inlet. 

The Examiner rejected claim 4 stating that it is Urtcleaf what the pressure sensors and the 
inlet and/or otitlets are on opposite sides of Applicant has amended claim 4 to recite that the 
pressure sensors sue arranged on one side of the mattress, and the inlets and/or the outlets are 
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arranged on the opposite side of the mattress. Support for this anjendinent can be found in 
Figure 3 of the application, 

D. Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C ^ 1Q2 and 35 U.S.C S 1Q3 

Claim 1-4, 7 and 13-15 have been rejected as being aHtipipated by or obvious over 
Oexman (U.S. 5,848,450). 

In order to ittaintairi an anticipation rejection under 35 U.S.C § i02, jiie prior art must 
disclose each and every element of the rejected claims with sufficient clarity to prove its 
existence in the prior art. hi addition, the differences between tiie claimed inventi^ and prior art 
must be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at tlie time the claimed inVentiOii was 
made to maintain an anticipation rejection imder 35 U.S.C § 103. 

Applicant respectfiiUy submits tliat the elaimed invention is hot antioipated by and is not 
obvious over Oexman. 

1. Qexman does not teach or suggest pressure sensors that measure the pressure in air 
chambers that are not coimected to an air inlet . 

Claim 1 recites that the pressure sensors measure tiie pressure in an air chamber of a 
group that is different than an air chamber of the same group which is connected to an air inlet. 
Claim 1 therefore recites that the pressure sensoris aind liie inlets are hot connected to the sanie air 
chamber of a particular group. 

Oexman does not teach or suggest a pressure sensor in mi air ehainber of a group that is 
different than an air ehanaber of the sarpe group whieh i? t^nneeted to an dr ijilet as fecited in 
claim 1. Itistead, Oexman teaches that the pressure is measured in the same air chamber that is 
connected to the air inlet . As shown in Figure 1 of Oexman. inflation valves 35a~38a and 
pressure sensors 55-58 are respectfully connected to ports 45-48. Thus, the inflation valves 35a- 
38a and pressure sensors 55-58 are necessarily connected to the same air chamber , because they 
are intercoEneGted through common ports 45-48 upstream of the air chambers. Therefore, 
contrary to claim 1, Oexinan does not: teach or suggest a pressure sensor that measufe^ pressure 
in ail air chamber of a group that is dijEferent than an air chamber of the same group which is 
connected to an air inlet. Applieant therefore respectfully submits that OeXiiian does not disclose 



8 



each and every element of the claimed invention with sufficient clari ty as required to maintain an 
anticipation rejection under 35 U.S.C § 102. 

Applicant also respectfully submits that the claimed invention is not obvious based on the 
teachings of Oexnian, As disclosed in the present application, the pressure in an air chamber 
connected to an inlet may differ from the pressure in another air cham.bcr of the same group 
which is not connected to an inlet. The mattress of the claimed invention therefore 
advantageously provides better pressure control, because the pressure sensor is connected to an 
air chamber of a group which is not the same ah- chamber connected to an inlet, 

Oexman does not explain tliat the pressure can be controlled in an advantageous manner 
when using a mantress that falls within the scope of the claimed invention. Conscqucnily, 
Oexman provides no teaching, suggestion or motivation for one skilled in the art to produce the 
claimed invention. It is therefore respectfiilly submitted that the claimed invention is not 
obvious under 35 U.S.C § 103, because the differences between the claimed invention and 
Oexman would not be obvious to aperson of orcUnary sMllin the art. 

2. Claim 4 

Claim 4 recites that the pressure sensors are arranged on one side of the mattress, and the 
inlets and/or the outlets are arranged on the opposite side of the mattress. This aspect of the 
present invention is illusti*ated in Figure 3, which shows pressure sensors 20 on one side of 
chambers A, B, C, D, and inlet valves 16 and outlet valves 17 on tlie opposite side of chambers 
Ai, B, Cj D. When employing such a configuraMbnj pressure control can be further enhanced 
because the pressurc sensor is located substantially away from, and is not affected by the air 
inlets and/or the air outlets. 

Oexman does not teach or suggest the limitations of claim 4. Instead, as discussed above, 
inflation valves 35a~38a, deflation valves 35b-38b, and pressure sensors 55-58 of Oexman are 
each respectively connected through common ports 45^8 to a single side of the air chambers . 
Oexnian therefore does not teach or suggest pressure seaisors arranged on the opposite side of the 
mattress in relaHon to 13ie inlets and/or the outlets as recited in claim 4, 

It iii respectfiilly submitted that claim 4 is not antieipated by and is not dbvious over 
Oexman 
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E- Dependant Claims 

Claim 5 had been rejected as being on unpatentable in Oexman in view of Higgs (U.S. 
file 5,249.319). Claims 6, 8, 9, 11 and 12 have been rejected as being on unpatentable over 
Oexman in view of Graebe (U.S. 5,596,781). Claim 10 had been rejected as being on 
unpatentable over Oexman in view of Everard {U.S. 5,142,717). 

Claims 3-1 5 ultimately depend upon claim 1 . Higgs, Graebe and Everard did not cure the 
deficiencies of Oexman with respect to claim 1 , It is therefore respect&liy submitted that all of 
the daims are patentable over the cited references taken alone or in combination. 

F. Conclusion 

In view of tlie actions taken and arguments presented, it is respectfully submitted that 
each and every one of the matters raised by the Examiner has been addressed by the present 
amendment and that the present application is now in condition for allowance. 

An early and favoraSale action on the merits is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfiilly submi tted, 



LUCAS & MERCANTI, LLP 
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